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papers proved friendly. The New York Tribune was, while
professing friendship, the most malicious and mean; the
Times and the Herald were about alike; the Evening Post
gave me a halting support; the Express was, as usual,
balderdash; the Journal of Commerce in more manly op-
position; the Commercial Advertiser alone was at that time
fair and honestly friendly. Most of the weeklies were ve-
hicles of blackguardism against me by the combined
writers. Although somewhat annoyed by these concerted
proceedings in New York and Washington, formed for
mischief, I was too much occupied to give much heed to
the villainous and wicked course pursued against me.

March 18, Saturday. The President this day returned
the abstract made by Eames in the case of F. Smith of
Boston with an indorsement in his own handwriting, dis-
approving the verdict and annulling the proceedings. It is,
I regret to say, a discreditable indorsement, and would,
if made public, be likely to injure the President. He has,
I know, been much importuned in this matter, as I have,
and very skillful and persistent efforts have been pursued
for months to procure this result. Senators and Represent-
atives have interposed their influence to defeat the ends of
justice, and shielded guilty men from punishment, and
they have accomplished it. They have made the President
the partisan of persons convicted and pronounced guilty
of fraud upon the government. Of course, rascality will
flourish. I regret all this on the President's account, as well
as that of the ends of justice. I had in my letter to the
President invited a conference after he had examined the
case, and on Tuesday last, when he was not well and was in
bed, I had, among other things, mentioned Smith's case. He
said he had gone through with Mr. Eames' summing-up, an
opinion which seemed to him to be able and impartial; that
he had handed the paper to Sumner to read, etc., and he
would see me in relation to it when Sumner returned the
document.